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friendly and christian like reply, to the shert commun! 
cation which | addressed to you, in relation fo some 
observations on future punishment, found in your ex- 
cellently designed and well written parophlet, in favor 
of the heavenly doctrine of universal grace and 
tion. I cannot do justice, sir, to my 
saying, that it gives me peculiar satisfaction to meet 
with so much candor from one, who entertains ideas 
different from mine on the subject of mutual discussion, 

You are reg vested not to construe my endeavors to 
reply with all possible conciseness, to indicate any 
want of respect for your communication, but to attri- 
it to the twa following causes. Ist. For a consid- 
time | have found that much study and writing 
increase a debility, Which was evidently first 
indaced by too close ay plication to these excesses s and 
2d. [tus the desire of "th » editor of the Magazine, that 
communications should be us short as is consistent with 
subjects treated on, 

Consistently with my design, I shall not remark on 
in wW = x there 


Dut 
4 rable 
tend to 


the forepart of your communication, 
sceims little. if any thing, about which we disag s but 
proceed fo novce those points respecting which, | it ap. 
we have different views. 

y; ‘You have not attempted to controvert 
; of the practical force of in the 
posstbriity of «a future punishment extremely, thonel 
rot infinitely great.”? Flere, sir, T wish to remork, that 
} desire you not to understand that I agree in full to an 
controvert if. The desic 
ressed to you, 
way of disproving it. 


pears pre bauble 
You 
a belie 


Wwoal j have cuicl 


ie te heeauss | do not 
the short letter. which [Tadd 
me to notice that narticaler, hv 
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| 


salva- | 
feelings, without 





n ofj 
did not lead | 


I mention this, in this place, that hereafter you muy | 
{reat every subject accordingly. 1 will now state my i 
rrews on the abc ve statement. Ist. Then, 1 do not 


ietical force? in the belief you 


deny that there is a “pra 
granting of this 


but I do not allow that the 


h lo! 
practical force gives the least countenance to the sen- | 
tiyent suggested. | cannot conceive, that anv one. 
who is acquainted with the Jlistory of the christiar 


in endless 


l pretend wood the orthodox belief 
destitute of praciical force ; nor whlany one, 
unwilling to allow that the doc- 


has been 


canuuinted as above, “ha 
tine of a purgatory, held by the catholics, 
te stitute of practical force. The 
ions has filled the church with gloomy apprehensions 
and induced to the practice of the most 
‘minable cruelties and pe we entions, By those who 
helie ved in the doctrine of endless burnings in the eter- 
nal world, was practiced the humble imitation of their 
at the stake. 


and horrors, 


feitv. by burning heretics 


much more, 


former of these opin- | 


All this, and |- 
which might be mentioned, is justly attri- 


butable to the practical force of a belief in endless pun-| 


isthment. And the helief in a purgatory has had the 
practical force to pick the pockets of honest, but de- 
laboring men, and to fill the coffers of an un- 


ceived, 
But, dear sir, | honestly declare it to 


gedly hierarc hy. 
he my opinion, 

ed the heart for the better or made an honest man, of 
either priest or peasant. 1 will simplify this subject 
for the benefit of limited understandings. The honest, 
the kind mother, who blindly follows a very reprehen- 
sible, foolish custom, by operating on the fears of her 
children, with the dread of objects, which she knows 
do not exist, depends on the practical force of decep- 
tion to induce her offspring to obedience. But this 
practical force is no evidence that the object of fearisa 
reality. Nor is it believed that wisdom would Jay such 
deceptions as a foundation on which to build the vir- 
tues. 

You think “it must be granted, that the practical 
effect of a future evil, depends partly, at least, on its 
probability, as apprehended by the mind.” For my- 
self, |do not see why this practical effect does not 
whollu depend on the cause which you designate. But 
when you rendera reason or an argument, why, if pun- 
ishmevts in a future world exist, they are not clearly 


that neither of these creeds ever c hang- | ' 
. be punished. 


| monstration, 


‘it proves that he has a constitution and organization | 
spent in replying further to your remarks upon it, and 


— - 


1822, 





| revealed in the scriptures, so that no person could mis- | 


take their : application, your argument seems (o sup P ose | 
that these punishments ought not to be know n, which! 
will readily suggest that a Lelief in them is unnecessary. 


. . \ ‘ ° - 3 . } 
PrAR Sir,—I acknowledge with gratitude your very | You say; ‘*What numbers has God, in his providence, | 


given occasion to exclaim, my earthly preps rity has | 
be en dé stroyed for lack of knowledge ! why was | not! 
forewarned of the fatal consequences of my vices! O}| 
that | had known in due time, the things which make | 
for my peace! But they were hidde s from mine eyes!" | 
Yo apply this reasoning, it seemis to oe this: As God 
in his providence has given occasion for many thus to) 
exclaim, in relation to their happiness in this world, so | 
itmay be in the future state. If this be the divine. 
ecouomy, we surely may not expect to find this doc- 
trine of future punishment revealed in the scriptures, 
“Secret things belong to God; but revealed things, be- 
long to us and our children.” 

You notice that I have not disputed your proposi-! 
tion, that “‘there is, at least, a possibility from the | 
mere light of nature, that human sufferings extend be- | 
sond the grave.”? IT grant, that the mere light of na- | 
ture will lead us to adunit, that a God of infinite power, | 
commanding all meaus at bis pleasure, can protract hu- 
men sufferings as long as he will, if it be as long as he | 
exists, What is possible, or impossible with God, 
inakes no part of the subject which | feel disposed to | 


discuss, 
tm | rightly understand what you say, respecting the | 
flesh and its fruits, it requires that | notice what | con- 
You say, that * the sacred writers 
never cali unbelief a work of the Mesh ;°? but in the pas- 
sage quoted the apostle names heresies, which to my 
apprebension amounts to as much, What ere heresies 
but opinions contrary to truth? And what are false 
opinions but unbelief? If no false opinions exist in the 
then nothing but truth is there. 
from certain premises which 
*Asiwe haveseen, therefore, 
it feelings but the benevolent | 


ceive a mistake, 


mind, 
You argue as follows, 

you suppose are tenable. 

that not only the maltgnar 
affections, have their corresponding states of the body ; 
[ would inquire: admitting that the spirit, when sepa- 
rated from the body, retains or possesses any of the pro- 
pensivies to good, exhibited while in its stale of union, 
what argument can be drawn from the known proper- 
tes of the human system, to prove. that it does not il- 
SO posse-s propensities to evil? This question, | con- 
nece-satily alls our attention to the following 
The constitution which man will possess | 
ina future world. We cannot reasonably suppose, that 
in afntere state, man will possess the organs of this | 
mortal bods ; of course, if he exist at all, he must exist | 
in a different constitution. What (his new constitution | 
is, | tumbly conceive, no living man knows or can | 
know. Yet we can reason ti cting it, from any con- 

jecture we please to raise, just as we ll as if we knew 

We will then conjecture, that man in the | 
Now we. 


c eive, 
subje c ‘. Viz. 





al] about it. 
future world will experience punishments. 
may reason from flits conjecture, and reason to a de- 
just as well as if we knew it to be a fact. 
If man in the future state is to suffer polamenent, it is 
certam that he must be, in that state, a sinner; be- 
cause it is impossible that one whois not a sinner Sea 1 
We can conceive of the sufferings of 
one, who is not an offender, but such suffcrings are not 
punishments. Again, if man be punished in the future 
world, it not only proves that he is there a sinner, but 


incident to sin. ‘This is jast as plain as a mathemati- 
cal demonstration. [Here then we find ourselves fur- | 
nished with the same materials to direct us respecting 
these future punishments, as we do in respect to pun- 
ishments in this state. Punishments in this world serve 
the interests of society ina variety of ways; but as it 
respects the individual punished, this administration is 
designed, either to reform him, or to prevent him from 
committing more crimes, by depriving him of the pow- 
er to commit them, 

You will perceive then, dear sir, that in order to es- 





‘tablish the doctrine of future punishments, it is indis- 


‘we shall be peccable beings constitutionally. 


pensably necessary to suppose that, in a future states | 


By pur-! 


| 
) cate sin from that state, but only 


| zested, and infinitely more. 


| being established, 





oe or ~ 


suing, directly on our course, we shall see immediate! y 
another important fact, and that is, that the punis!, 
ments of the future state are not designed to eradi 
lo prevent its ex- 
treme prevalence. In our yg state, a man may be 
reformed by the means of the punishments which his 
crimes bring upon bim, but after bis reformation, he is 
still liable to fall into te mptation and sin. You will 
perceive then, that this doctrine of a future state of 
punishment, supposes that in order for man to be plac 
ed beyond the reach of punishment or out of danger o! 
it, that state and constitution must pass away like the 
present, and be succeeded by one of a different nature, 
in which pn ¢: will not be a peccable being. Butif we 
reason correctly, when we argue that there must be a 
future state of retribution, in order to cure the crime: 
committed in this state, why will it not be necessary 
that a stateof retribution beyond the next, be institut- 
ed to cure the crimes which will be committed in the 
next? And why do we not, in this way, prove the 
doctrine of endless sin and misery ? 

To pursue this course of reasoning, from the simple 
conjecture, that man will be punished in a future state, 
to any necessary limits, is impossible. But to my un- 
derstanding it curtainly supposes all that I bave sug- 
If man, in the future state, 
be a peccable being, the moral mutability of that state 
we must admit, that 5t. Paul may 
now be as sinful as he was before his conversion, and 
Judas may be an apostle using his endeavors to reclaim 
the apostate! I suggest this strong case, that the mind 
may more readily perceive the extent of consequences 
resulting from conjectured premises. 

The disquisition, to which Lhave here attended, f 
think, covers the whole ground of your query, which 
led me to notice the future constitution of man. If 
that future constitution be a peccable one, then rea- 
son may expect the exercise of good and evil propensi- 
ties; but if not, the propensities possessed must be in 
aceordauce with the constitution, 

I do not conceive that it is at all necessary to under 
take to determine, whether man has a sentient exist- 
ence after death, before the resurrection or nof, as if 
respeets a future state of punishment. If the scriptures 
announce such a state of punishment, we, as christians, 
are consistent in believing it; butif they do not, we 
may leave it out of our creed with perfect safety. | 
shall, therefore, pass over some of your ingenious ob- 
servations, and proceed to notice what you said on 
Rom. vi 7. Here, sir, | refer you to what I have writ- 
ten on this passage, in my reply to ‘Reason,’ which 
you find in the paper contuining your Communication ; 
adding at the same time this remark, that I can see ne 
meaning in the words of St. Paul or bis reasoning on 
this subject, if he does not predicate the whole on the 
fact that he who is “ss dead, as was Jesus Christ 
after his crucifixion, is freed trom sin. I feel sure that 
you will agree with me in this passage, if you carefully 


/examine the method by which the apostle makes out, 
that he and his believing brethren were dead to sin. — 


He certainly founds this argument on some thing; but 
if you do not allow that he founds it on the fact that he 
which is dead is freed from sin, then it becomes reces- 
sary to know what he does fount itupon. You will 
not pretend that he fonads this argument on the fact, 
that he which is dead to sin is dead tosin. I feel so 
confident, that you will agree with me on this subject 
that | am disposed to save the time which might be 


to what you say of a similar passage in Peter. 

I shall now pass to notice, what you conceive to be 
the principal texts, which are objections to the limita- 
tion of punishment to the present state. But shall be 
as concise as possibje, and give you my views of these 
several snbjects. 

Objection 1. Col.i 20. Question: ‘But if men do 
not commit sin, after they are divested of flesh and 
blood, who are these unreconciled persons in beaven ?"” 
Answer: No doubt the apostle meant, by hearen, the 
gospel dispensation and privileges, which are called the 
kingdom of heaven in the following passages: Mat. iii 
2, “Repent ye; for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” 
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v 3, “Blessed are the poor in spirit: for theirs is the | to these scriptures, should we use them to represent a 


kingdom of heaven.”? verse 19, ‘*Whosoever, there- 
fore, shall break one of these least commandments, and 
shall teach men s0, he shall be called the least in the 
kingdom of heaven: but whosoever shall do and teach 
them, the same shall be called great iu the kingdom of 
heaven.’ Verse 20, ‘For I say unto you, that except 
your righteousness shall exceed the righteousness of the 
scribes and pharisees, ye shall in no case enter into the 
kingdom of heaven.” vi 21, ‘‘Not every one that 
saith unto me Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom 
of heaven; but he that doeth the will of my Father 
which is in heaven.” viii 11, ‘‘And I say unto you, 
that many shall come from the east, and west, and 
shall sit down with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in 
the kingdom of hesven; but the children of the king- 
dom shall be cast out into outer darkness; there shali 
be weeping and gnashing of teeth.” xi 11, ‘Verily | 
say unto you, among them that are born of women 
there bath not risen a greater than John the Baptist; 
notwithstanding, he that is least in the Kingdom of 
heaven is greater than he.” xiii 24—30. The parable 
of the wheat and tares represent that heaven in which 
there are many unreconciled. I might quote a number 
more passages ; but the foregoing are sufficient to show, 
that there is no need of going into a future state to find 
things in heaven, which are in need of reconciliation. 

Objection 2. The demoniacs knew that Jesus was 
the Sonof God. Mat. viii29. They might have beard 
people say he was the Son of God, they might have 
been divinely inspired to know him to be «0, though it 
seems rather difficult to admit this, because their excla- 
mation was previous to their deliverance from their de- 
mons. But be this as it may, I have no idea how this 
circumstance stands opposed to the limitation of pun- 
ishment to the present state. I have not the least 
thought that the torments of which the demoniacs spake 
hed any relation to the destruction of Jerusalem, nor 
is it of the least consequence to our subject what they 
meant. It is within the bounds of conjecture that these 
mad men had certain seasons when they endured great 
torments, occasioned by their disease, and they run of 
a notion whether Christ, of whose fame, no doubt, 
they had heard, had come to effect such torments be- 
fore the return of the usual season. At any rate, | am 
not disposed to learn doctrine of these mad men. 

Mat. xviii 10, **Take heed that ye despise not one of 
these little ones; forl say unto you, that in heaven 
their angels do always behold the face of my Father 
which isin heaven.” That we onght not to go out of 
the present state with this subject may be understood 
hy observing the first verse of the chapter with the 
sixth—“At that time came the disciples unto Jesus, 
saying, who is the greatest in the kingdom of heaven? 
—But whosoever shall offend one of these little ones 
which believe in me,” &c. In the rooin of litile ones, 
Wakefield renders the passage lowly disciples ; and it is 
evident that these liltle ones were old enough to be be- 
lievers in Christ. The spirits of the lowly disciples en 
joyed the sweet vision of the divine countenance, in 
the face of God’s anointed. The disciples, who were 
so full of self-exaltation needed the humility of the 
lowly ones, in order that they might enter into the 
spiritual kingdom of divine grace. 

Objection 3. 2Peter ii 4. Jude 6. We have no 
proof, that either Peter or Jude meant « different order 
of beings from man, by angels. The angels of which 
they speak, they associate with others, who are known 
to have been men on earth, and sinners in a mortal 
state. And as both Peter and Jude make use of these 
references with a design to represent some who lived in 
their times, who had forsaken the right way, to whom 
it had happened according to the true proverb, the dog 
is turned to his own vomit again; and the sow that 
was washed, to her wallowing again in the mire, and as 
they give no bint of any other condemnation or dis- 
truction for these characters, than what took place in 











their own corruption, we should do no smal! violence 
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punishinent out of a corruptible state. 

Objection 4. Mat. x 15, ‘Verily I eay unto you, it 
shall be more tolerable for the land of Sodom and Go- 
morrah in the day of judgment than for that city.” 1 
understand our blessed Saviour to mean here, that 
when the cities of Israel should be distroyed, they should 


present a more intolerable destruction, to the eye of 


the beholder, than should the land of Sodom and Go- 
morrah, That the day of judgment of which he spake 
meant the destruction, or time of the destruction of the 
Jewish cities, especially Jers calem, is evident from the 
tenor of the discourse which the Saviour delivered, 
which is recorded in this chapter. See verses 22, 23. 
And ye shall be hated of all men for my name sake ; 
but he that endureth unto the end shall be saved. But 
when they persecute you in this city, flee ye into an- 


other; for verily I say unto vou, ye shall not have gone 


over the cilics of Israel ti] the Son of man be come.” | 


Compare this with Mat. xxiv and all is perfectly clear. 
Yo carry these scriptures into a future state, or even a 
future time, is, in my humble opinion, to follow a blind 
tradition to the expense of plain, simple truth. 
Objection 5. Mat. x 28. Luke xii 45. I under- 
stand that the divine teacher, in the instance mention- 
tioned in these passages, alluded to the power of God, 
and not to what it was the well of God to do. See 
Mat. xxvi 53 54, **Thinkest thou that | cannot now 
pray to my Father, and he shall presently give me more 
than twelve Jegions of angels? But how then shall the 
scriptures be fulfijled, that thus it must be.” 
an evident reference to power in a case, in which the 
divine will and econowy were not included. So, I 
conceive, the Saviour weant in the instruction which he 
gave to his disciples, which is recorded by Matthew and 
Luke. But should it be contended, that God wil! de- 


stroy some men, both soul and body in hell, this would | 
by no means prove a state of future punishment. If a_ 
man’s body should be destroyed, he would have no bo-| 


dy; and if a man’s soul was destroyed he would have 


nosoul. And ifaman was destroyed, both soul and 
? , 


body, it appears to me that this man would not exist. ! 


If it be said, in reply, that Aed/ means a state of misery 


in a future world, [ rejoin; the word Geeuna, means! 
the valley of Hinnom, where a continual fre burned, | 


and devoured the carcasse: cf those abominable sacriti- 
ces which the I[sraclites offered to Baal or the sun.— 
This place might be used by our Saviour as a metaphor 
to represent complete destruction. 

Having noticed your five objections, in a way which 
my mind has been Jed, | may close this communication, 
humbly hoping, that if my views are wrong, | may be 
set right; and if you are the means, in God's hand, to 
convince me, | say, in sincerity, his wili be done.— 
‘Truly it would add much to the sorrow of my heart, to 
be convinced that the next state will be a state of sin 
and misery, but | am persuaded, that my believing to 
the contrary cannot prevent it; if it be God’s ap- 
pointment it must stand. 

I trust | am not influenced, in these researches, by 
any motives which are inconsistent with the charaeter 
of a disciple of the divine teacher. 1 have endeavored 
to lay my heart open before God, | have solemnly look- 
ed to him for direction, as | know I have no interest in 
being deceived. And 1 am sure it would give me much 
sorrow to know that Lhad decetved others. And | 


most devoutly pray, that if what is here written, be not | 


consistent with truth, it may not be permitted to lead 
a single individual into error; but if these views and 
arguments are in any degree suitable to be received, 
may it please our common Father in heaven, to bless 
so feeble an effort to the honor of his goodness. 


I remain, dear sir, your much obliged and humble ser- 
vant for Christ’s sake, H. Bb. 


— 3} 


**As the body without the spirit is dead, so faith 
without works is dead also.” St. JAMES. 


Here is 
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In perusing, in the Boston Recorder, of the 12th ult. 
the account of the missionary tour of Mr. Parsons to the 
land of Palestine, ! was forcibly struck with a series of 





questions and answers, which have been the substance 
ofa conversation between Mr. P 


.anda company ata 
a Greek Monastry at Rama. 


The first question stated to Mr. P. ay pears to have 
been, ** Wheat ave the sentiments of the Christians of 
America?” 

the Old and 


Jesus Christ is the Saviour of the world.” 


To this Mr. P. answers, the ) believe that 

New Testaments are from heaven—that 
Again, he 
subsequently says, that they believe there will be a re- 
surrection from the dead—eand a day of judgment.” 
, That those that love God with all their heart, and do 
| bis will, are good men—and that the throne of God, is, 
like himself spiritual. 

Inal! this, Mr. P. has talked like a rational man, and 
a christian. What is here stated is, no doubt. the be- 
licf of the American christians, generally. It is also pre- 
somed that this is all that is requisite to constitute a 
Christian; and had he stopped here, he would have, 
manifested a degree of candor and modesty, that would 
have afforded an evidence of christian liberaiity. 

But no man of reflection or sensibility, can read the 
remainder of his replies, without pitying Lis weakucss, 
and being struck with his absurdity. Ile goes on to 
say, that they, (i. e. the American christians.) be 


hat ** wicked men are miscrable after death.’ th i, 
‘+ sinners will suffer forever in heli,’ and that bell is 


the place tbat God has prepared for the devil and his 


angels ; and that, ** Satan that temptcd Eve was an 


gel that fell by reason of sin, before the world 
created.” 


‘ 
‘} 


The inquiry very naturally oceure, who did Mr. ? 
j mean to designate as “*Amertcan Christians??? On 
would suppose that those who answer the description 

I 


civen in that part of his reply, that T have 6: 
g Py, 


“t quoted, 
‘were fully entitled to the appellation Christian. - 

This is all the text ever required by Christ, er of his 
apostles. But this text does not ay p ar ti 
ed the mind of this zealous proselyter ; 


have sati 


something fur- 
| ther becomes necessary to satisiy his sogacious mind 


| the reality of a man’s religion. 

| Again I say, that be has gone becond the limits of 
the first teachers of christienity, and has set up a stand- 
jard, that the scriptures no where recog 


nize. He has 
| descended to the bigoted and contracte 


i ruse of judg- 
| ment, by which we are given to understand that no 
man is a christian, unless he admits 


G 


the doctrine of a 
| future endless puuishment in hell; and that Eve was 
| tempted to sin, by an ange] who had pre viously intro- 
duced into heaven, into the tmmediate presence ofa 
holy God, sin and “blast rebellion.” 

But who geve Mr. P. leave OF < 


authority to makea 
istatement like this? Let him. 


or some of his friends, 
come forward and prove the validity of the last quoted 
parts of his reply, before Le undertakes to make such 
invidious discriminations. The Editor of the B. R. 
shoud have been ashamed to have published this libe} 





on ** American Christians, without annexing the proof 
of the everlasting misery of the wicked in hell, after 
ideath, and the fall of an angel from heaven; asser- 
(tions that man never yet read in the Bible. And un- 
itil that is proved to be true, and the belief of it neces- 
sary to constitute achristian, we are at liberty to be- 
|lieve, that a very great proportion, and also respecta- 
|ble part of ** American Christians,”? do not believe 
what Mr. P. has said they do. 

This part of them is quite as much, it might be thought 
a species of boasting to say more, conformed to the 
real test of Christianity, as those that Mr. P. has desig- 
nated as such. ‘These persons will, however, feel more 
of a disposition to pity the man, than to be offendad at 
his base insinuation, 

The patrons of the Recorder, and their brethren in 
the faith, must experience a great deal of pleesure in 
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beiug represented tu the Holy avant, by a persor, 

approximates so near to a strict reseiublance of his em- 
ployers. One thing was, however, extremely fortu- 
nate for this champion of Hel] torments—-that his Gre- 
cian friends did not follow up the train of interrogato- 
ries, by asking, how sin entered heaven, and gamed 
eceets into the heart of a holy spiritual being. Had 
this been the case, | venture to ** guess,”’ that he would 
have feand himself in as awkward a predicament, as | 
have before seen peo} le thrown into, on a statement 


of the same inconsistent doctrine. 


One may easily discern, however, that notwithstand- | 


ing what he has said of the frequent responses of ‘* if Is 
well.” that these inquiries were raised by minds who 
were very doubtful of the validity of the replies given. 
It might be we I], therefore, for our brethren of the Mis- 
sionary Societies, to reflect a little before they send 
other ‘servants to the Holy Land, and consider they 
are not sending them amonst the Hindoos, or the Wes- 
tern tribes of American Savages ; but amongst a peo- 
ple that can read the Testament in the Original Jan- 
And that if they 
do not understand their errand, better than Mr. P. ap- 


guages, nearly as well as themselves. 


pears to have done, they may, when that people are 


somewhat relieved from the shackles of bigotry, by the 


+: 


light of truth, which ts already advancing with rapid 
strides (no thanks to Calvinistic Missionaries for it nei- 
ther) meet with some inquiries, that will render it ne- 
cescory for them to return, and receive new instructions 
from their brethren, the ** Christians of America.”’ 
AMICUS, 


——S - |< See 
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A vlain Question for the Advocates of Total Depravity. 


You say, all persons are born into this world lofally 


depraved, enemies to God, objects of his hetred and 


t 


“ rath ° but fod, ry 


Qeclares Ait 


tle mouth of his holy prophets, 


Tens, * Thou wast perfect in thy ways from the day 


that thou wast created, ti] 


iniquity was found ip thee,” 
Pvekiel xxviii 15. Uf he was bern totally depraved, 


how could he be perfect, for perfeciion and total de- 


pravity 
~ 


ere entirely opposite te each other? | 


Onur correspondent * UL.’ bas given usa very appro- 
priate passage, to disprove total depravity ; we consid- 


er, however, that stronger arguments may be adduced 


o] 


from reason as well as scripture, than the one quoted 
j ; t 


by him, to annul the validity of such a doctrine.—Z£d. 
—_—_———2 > oe 
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ESOP TO ‘CHRISTIAN UNIVFERSALIST.’ 


Dear Sir,—I onderstand you in your communication 
in the Magazine of the 12th of January inst. to expres: 
a willingness to discuss, with me, the question respect- 
jing punishment in a future state, for deeds done here 
in the body; | would bereby express a willingness, 
on my part, to discuss that important question 
with you. But you seem to have prescribed certain 
terms, on which the question must, or should, be dis- 
evssed. Instead of arsenting to these terms, ] would 
suggest the propriety of each one’s pursuing his own 
course.-—You, on your part, advancing such proofs and 
arguments as you may deem convenient and necessary 
to estublish the fact, that punishment for sin is to be 
inficted on the sinner in a future state, according to 
the scriptures :—and J, on the other hand, advancing 
such proofs and arguments, as ] may deem convenient 
and necessary to establish the fact, that punishment 
for sin is inficted on the sinner in this life, where the 
sin is committed. 


rently fiom this; he says to the prince of 














Should you accede to this proposition, | would re- 
quest that ail reflections, incompatible with the char- 
| acter of Christian Universalists, may be avoided. 

On the supposition that this proposal wil] be acced- 
ed to, I will preceed to offer a few considerations, 
which go to induce the belief. in me, that punishment 
lis inflicted on the sinner, for bis sins, in this life. 
| 1. PE learn from the s« riptures, that, when man dies 
“the dust returns to the earth as it was, and the spirit 
soul) returns to God who gave it. | learn nothing fur- 
ther from the scriptures, of man’s condition, after the 
dissolution of the body, until the resurrection, when he 
becomes equal unto the angels, and the child of God, 
being the child of the resurrection. In which state he 
obtains a spiritual, incorruptible, immortal and glorious 
body, which necessarily frees him from sin, and the 
possibility of suffering. 

If, therefore, it be possible for punishment to be in- 
Hicted in the future stat@, it must be inflicted on the 
spirit, which is with God who gave it; which |] do not 
conceive to be probable, if it be possible ; and that for 
reasons which | shall advance in the course of the dis- 
cussion, should it proceed, 

2. learn from the scriptures, that, at least, some of 
the most notable sinners therein mentioned, were doom- 
jed to suffer the punishment of theirsins, and did suffer it 
jin this life. Presuming, therefore, that the ways of 
| God are just and equal, | infer that others, of similar 


Ie) 





a similar way. 
Among those who were thus punished, I would name 
ithe Jews, at the close of the Jegal dispensation. 
| Christ told them, that, upon them should come all 
| the righteous blood shed upon the earth, &e. 
| [low it was to come upon thea, is perfectly evident 
| by what immediately follows; the view of which, caus- 
ed the compassionate Saviour to weep. (See Luke 19. 
41—44.) 
| ** And when he was ccme near, he bebeld the city 
and wept over it, saying, “If thew bhadst known, even 
thou, at least in this thy day, the things that belong 
unto thy peace! But now they are hid from thine eyes. 
For the days shall come upon thee that thine enemies 
shall cast a trench about thee. and compass thee round, 
and keep thee in on every side, and shall lay thee even 
with the ground, and thy children within thee; and 
they shall not leave in thee one stone upon another, be- 
cause thou knowest not the time of thy visitation.” 
Such was the way in which all the righteous blood 
\shed upon the earth, from Abel unto Zacharias, was re- 
| quired of that generation, Was there ever a more 





| wicked people than they ? 

Were they to suffer in a future state, after having 
suffered, as above, in this life? If they were, why did 
| the Saviour weep, in view of the one, and say nothing 
jail ut the other? 
(«which Jeremiah calls the punishment of her inigutly) 
weep, I say, in view of the temporal suffering, and not 
drop one tear, heave one sigh, nor give the least intima- 
tion that it was to be followed by still greater suffering 
in a future state? These Jews, many of them, if not 
all, died, like the worms in the fable, in the very act of 
doing mischief. 

Let this case have its due weight in relation to tke 
question under consideration—neither more nor less. 

3. I learn from the scripture-, that, when ohe ceases 
to sin, his sins or iniquities shal] no wore be mentioned ; 
and that he that is dead, is freed from sin. 

Now if all the sins of this present life are to be call- 
ed up, in or after the resurrection, in order to receive 
their wages, which is death, they must not only be 
mentioned after they shall no longer be committed, but 
we, sinners, must die that death which is the wages of 
sin, When we shall have become spiritual,incorruptible, 
immortal, and glorious ; equal unto the angels and the 
children of God! 





(which, on its reception from God, made man a living! 


| character, must endure the punishment of their sins in | 


Weep for the temporal suffering, | 


Wishing to be as concise as possible, so as not toen- 
croach upon the columns of the Magazine to the hind- 
rance of other communications, I close these remarks, 
for the present, and subscribe, dear sir, your christian 
friend— SOP. 








Ciniversalist fiagasine. 
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We perceive by a notice in the * Chraftsman,’ print- 
ed at Kingston, (Ulster County, N. Y.) that the Rev. 
David Pickering, of Hudson, was to preach a sermon 
there on the Sth inst. We know not whether this is 
the first time the inbabitants of Kingston have been fa- 
vored with the heart-consoling doctrine of Universal 
Benevolence ; but are led to believe that the inquiring 
spirit in that place is occasioned by the bitter opposi- 
tion exhibited by brother Tappan, Editor of the Ulster 
Plebian. 

Our readers will recollect, that we gave some notice 
| of this opposition in the Magazine for Dec. 4, 1819, and 
Feb. 5, 1820, stating this sapient Editor had burnt twe 
of our papers, as also, other publications vindicating the 
principles of Universal Salvation. We sincerely hope 
our brother embraced this opportunity to hear the “glad 
tidings of great joy which are unto all people,’ and re- 
ceived that true light which is from above and gives joy 
and peace to the soul) in believing. 

The editor of the Plebian certainly has a right to his 
own opinion in religious, as well as other subjects; but 
we are decidedly of the sentiment, that that religion is 
the most pure, which exhibits the greatest degree of 
charity, and peaceableness,—which is absolved from 
the tamts of prejudice and superstition—and freed from 
these evi] passions, which embitter rather (han promote 
the felicity of life. 








<1 
Milford, Jan. 10, 1822. 

The First Universalist Society, in Milford, desire io 

this public manner, to expresstheirthanks tor. MAs- 

sena4a B. BALLov, and Mr. BENJAMIN WHITTEMORE, 

for their humane exertions in saving the unhappy suffer- 

ers from the devouring flames of the fire, on the morr- 

ing of the 30th ult. 
Per order of the Committee. 

PEARLEY HUNT, Chairman. 


—_—»— 
To Readers and C orrespondents. 


“Julia Mannering,” has come to hand—although the 
subject is written in a neat and beautiful style—yet the 
incidents, as they occurred, would not in all respects 
_be strictly proper for publicity in a religious paper.— 
We must therefore decline acceding to her request. 

Several communications received,—they will appear 
as soon as we can find room, 
——— 
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MARRIED, 
In this town, Capt. John Park to Miss Mary Sanger. 
In Salem, Mr. Henry Nichols to Miss Sarah Hardy 
| Ropes. 

8 Cohasset, by Rev. Mr. Flint, Mr. Hezekiah Ful- 
ler to Miss Matilda Nichols. 

In Marshfield, Mr. Luther Hatch, of Scituate, to Miss 
Abigail P. Phillips. 

In Bath, Me. Capt. Joshua Purrington to Miss Ise- 
hella Stockbridge. 

















DIED, 

In this town, of consumption, Mr. Taomas B. PAr- 
KER, aged 26. Mr. Parker was for several years em- 
ployed as #n assistant in the Post-Office in Boston, in 
which department he gave universal satisfaction, al- 
| ways discharged its duties with promptitude and fideli- 
ity. In the various relations of husband, father and 
‘friend, the deceased displayed such tenderness, affec- 
jtion and concern, as effectually endeared him to al! 
who knew him. 

He was a believer also in the impartial goodness, and 
universal benevolence of his Father in heaven to his ~ 
creatures. By his death we are deprived of a worthy 
correspondent who has written many valuable columns. 
for the Megazine, over the signature of “Murray.” 
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To the Editor of the Magazine, 
Sir,—By inserting the following description of the! 
greal earthquake, which took place in Italy and Sicily, 
in the year 1783, you may oblige many of your readers, | 
and will preserve from oblivion one of the sublimest ef- | 
fusions of poetical genivs. The worthy author is the | 
Rey. Mr. Abraham Cummings, who designed it as an 
imitation of the cxiv. Psalm, L.B.K. 
Newton, Feb. 2, 1822. 
Hark! the fierce outcries of infernal legions, 
Venting loud horrors through wide yawning /tua 
Sicily trembles, and the frighted islands 
Shrink to the centre. 


Say, my Urania, why infernal discords, 

Why stygian’s murmurs, reach the ear of mortals ; 

W hy earth proves monster! and the shrieking thousands 
Crowd her deep caverns! 


See the vast rock poise on the hand of Gabriel! 
Now rushing—now lost in the abyss of waters: 
Such the dire ruin of the cursed city, 

Doom’d to oblivion.* 


Sing, thou great heaven! and ye infernals, tremble! 
Shrink, lofty mountains! Zion’s God approaches! 
Proud Babel sinks—the Jubilee is sounding 

Through the glad nations. 


From Gothick midnight, and the iron ages, 
Fair Europe rises to meridian glory : 
So from wild chaos to the fairest order, 

Rose the creation. 


See, where bright He-perus crowns the rosy dawing, 

Innumerous myriads, rob’d in heavenly splendors, 

Shout their full chorus, in melodious anthems, 
Rising to Jesus. 


Now, great Immanuel’s triumph universal, 

Pours joy eternal through the golden periods : 

Loud alleluas, through a thousand systems, 
Breath out his glory. 








* “The peculiar wickedness of those who live in the 
neighborhood of Atna and Vesuvius,” says Dr. Rush, | 
‘tis occasioned chiefly by the smell of sulphur, and of | 
the exhalations, which are constantly discharged from | 
those volcanoes.” What then must be the effect of | 


| 
that religion which “is in fact a stream of jfire and | 
brimstone !”” 
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Mr. Editor,—It is frequently affirmed, that if every 
sin is an infinite evil, all sins must be equally great.— 
There appears to me a fallacy in this reasoning. The 
finite nature of sin may be sufficiently evinced, without 
recourse to sophistical arguments. When it is said that 
every sin is an infinite evil, it is undoubtedly meant, 
that every sin deserves eternal punishment. But if we 
admit that every sin deserves eternal punishment, do 
we thereby reduce all sins toa level? I think not. On 
the contrary, supposing that any particular sin deserves 
an eternal punishment of a certain degree, or intensity, 
and that another sin deserves an eternal punishment of 
twice that degree ; I should conclude that the two sins 
must be to each other, not in ratio of equality, but as 
one to two. Should it be objected, that the two pun- 
ishments are equal, in the infinite amount—I reply ; all 
that is necessary to render my inference true, is, that 
they be of equal duration, (whatever the duration may 
ba,) and one of twice the intensity of the other. E.B.K. 

D+ oo 


True happiness is of a retired nature 
{o pomp and noise, 


, and an enemy 
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ON RESIGNATION. 


Sir,—Perhaps it will be acknowledged by all the dif- 
(erent denominations of christians, not excepting the 
Universalists, that without resignation, no soul ean be 
happy. For an unreconciled mind, is an uneasy mind, 


kr 


and at uneasy mind mast be an unliappy mind. Hence 
co long as mankind remain unreconciled to God, they 
cannot enjoy true peace and rest of son. | should 
think it must be admited as atruth, that if a soul 


should be removed from time to eternity, from this mor- 
tal to an immortal state of existence, and possess an un- 
reconciled temper of heart towards God, he would of 
consequence be a mis rable being. 

Now. in order to determine, whether we are truly 
reconciled to God, we must hive some just knowledge 
of God’s true character. And in order to know 
character of the true God, we must become acquainted 
with his purpose, and designs, with respect to ourselves, 
and all other intelligent beings. We may be told that 
‘God is Jove.’ But this all christians will admit, a!- 
thongh they may ¢iffer accordingly with respect to ¢ 
effects of love. What one may call a display of lov: 
another may call a display of hatred. What one i: 
call good, another may call cruel. Hence, if on: 


the 


conciled to God as a lowly being, another may be un- | 


reconciled because he views him as a hateful being. 

For instance, a Calvinist may say [ am reconciled to 
God, who has made many of mankind with a determi- 
nation that they should be wicked and miserable to all 
eternity. Yea, lam as willing, if God pleases, to be 
wicked and miserable, as to have others so. 

Now an Arminian, or a Universalist, would be utter- 
ly nnreconciled to such sentiments and feelings. They 
would declare honestly, if God is such a character, as 
to decree that any of the human race should be made 
wicked and miserable to all eternity, they could not 
feel reconci.: 4 to him. 

On the contrary. possibly, a Calvinist wonld say, if 
God is such a Being as to redcem and save, every vile 
sinner that ever did exist in our world, he could not be 
reconciled to such an unjust God, Por surely, if God 
would be just in casting off forever the whole human 
family. the n he would be uojust in saving the whole,— 
And on the same principle, if God would be ‘ust in 
casting off any one, why would not God be unjust in 


ane , ? 
saving that ones 


Now can both these different sorts of christians have 
{rne enbmission or reconciliation to the true God? Can 
those hare true reconciliation, who believe that God 


has determined finally to save every son and Caughter 
of Adam; and ther: fore acqniesce In his charaeter ond 
purpose, while they could not be reconciled to the idea, 
that God has determined that a large number of man- 
kind shal] be endlessly miserable? lTurthermore, can 
those have true reconciliation to God, who feel willing 
that themselves or others, should be always wicked and 
miserable, and can rejoice in it; on the supposition, 
God has determined in his infinite Jove and mercy to 
rescue from sin and wo, every one of the children of 
men? 

Now, if one, or the other, of these professed chris- 
tians have not true submission to God, they must be 
unhappy with their present temper, either in time or 
eternity, while they possess it. If the Universalists are 
deceived, though they may now fee] unconcerned they 
will be dreadful miserable, should they go into eternity, 
with their present feelings, and find the Calvinist’s God 
the true one. 

On the other hand, would not the Calvinists, with 
their present feelings, be dreadful miserable, should 
they go into eternity, and find the God of the Univer- 
salists the true one? THOUGHTFUL, 
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To the Iditor of the Magazine, 

Sir,—! noticed some remarks of yours, (in the Maga- 
zne of tle 2d inst.) under the Boston Head, intended 
to overthrow my ideas respecting the **new birth,” or 
“being born of the Spivit.”? I assure you they do not 
satisfy me, as they too much favor the common expla- 
nation, that |. am against. Your first quotation, how- 
ever, | am willing you should make the best of; but 
the next passage that followed, which was the foun- 
dation of my subject, I shall contend for, as belonging 
to my side of the question. Likewise the last quota- 
tion from Jobn, (which y: a observe will tend to strength- 
en your views) will as much favor my subject as it will 
yours. My inquiry, sir, in my last communication was 





particularly upon “gNnTERING,” not *‘sceing” the king- 


dom of God, It appears that Nicodemus was fully sat- 
isfied that our Lord, was a teacher sent from God, by 
‘the manifestation of his miracles to mankind—Bat in 
his conversation with our Saviour, wes not a tittle puz- 
zled, to know what he meant, by the observation, **ex- 
cepta man be born again, he eannot see the kingdom 
of God.”? Which led Nicodemus to ask the f jlowing 
question —“‘How can 4 man be born when he is old,* 
&c. Our Lord in order to meke the subject more 
plain to bis understanding, gives him the following 
reply, ‘*Verily, verily, | say unto thee, except a man 
he born of water, (which is a similitude of the gospel 
dispensation, in which, by the eye of faith, the subject 
can see. or “behold,” the kingdom of God, wherein he 
is to have an inheritance life without end :) and of the 
Spirit, Cof God,) he cannot “EnTrR” into the kingdom 
of God.”? Our divine Master proceeds with a further 
illustration of the subject of the second birth 

“that which is born of the flesh is fesh : and that which 
is born of the Spirit is spirit. ‘The wind bloweth where 
it Jisteth and thou hearest the sound thereof. bot canst 
whence it cometh eth 


1 
abla Fays, 


not tell or whither it ¢ - 6O Is 
every one that is bern of the spirit.” The subject, sir, 

is born as above can appear and disappear as free 
mid easy as the wind, which 1 abbunduntly showed in 
ay remarks respecting our divine Master. Aud it aps 
peers by Nicodemus’ further inguiry,—together with 
the answer given by our Lord, that Le was not. ot that 


pe riod, to be a happy subject of the heavenly kit 11) 3 
which kingdom is righteousness, peace, and joy in ihe 


He ly Ghost. 


tespecting the quotation mentioned, which you 
have crowned vour remarks, from John, ‘that Who- 
soever believeth, that Jesus ts the Christ is born of God. 

I contend Mr. Editor, that this passage may be cur- 
rit d to a future period, as well as at the time whe nm tise 
behet of the Saviour is professed,—for the following 
reasons, viz. In Mat. viii 28-31, *Vhere met bun 
two possessed with devils, coming out of the tombs: ex- 
ceeding fierce, so that no man might pass that way. 


And, behold, they cried out, saying, what have we to 
do with thee, Jesus thou Sonef God.’ &e. &e. “And 
there was in the synagogue, a man with an unech 
spirit, and he cried out, saying, Jet us alone ; what have 
we to do with thee, thou Jesus of Nazareth, | kuow 
thee who thou art, the b ly one of God,” \ 
the devils also came out of many, crying out, and saying, 
thou art Christ, tie Son of God. And 

them, snffered them not to speak: for they Ancw that 


ith 


(> . 
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he was Christ,” Luke iv. 41. 

You will not pretend, sir, that these devils who ac- 
knowledged our Lord, as the Cirist, as the Son of God 
—are born of the Spirt/—-because the scriptures abun- 
dently testity, Chat the devil, and ail that belongs to 
bin shall be destroyed. 

To conelude—I Grmly believe in the birth, death, 
and resurrection of our liord aud Saviour Jesus Chri-t : 
but to suppose myself born of the Spirit, | have not the 
presumption to imagine ; but hope to be rederared trom 


the bondage of corruption (wiih the rest of the human 


family) imto the glorious liberty with the children of 
God. Yours in the bonds of charity and brotheriy 
love. JOUN, 


REVARKS. 

It appears that our corre spondent above, remains « 
satisfied with the explanation given him, under the edi- 
torial department, in answer to bis former remarks on 
the subject of the new birth which appeared in the 
same paper. We imagine it is only necessary to con- 
vince him of one fact, to controvert the argument and 
doctrine he wishes to maintain—He seems to believe 
that it was our Surzour who was born again—and that 
this new birth ix not intended to operate upon the mind 
of humanity. But what does our Saviour expressly de- 
clare on this point. He says, **Except a man-(which 
literally translated would be any one or any man) 
be born again he cannot enter into the kingdom of 
heaven’? Now was uot our Saviour himself, already in 
the kingdom of heaven? the very person who came to 
introduce ofhers into the kingdom of heaven? and who- 
ever is converted to a belief in the gospel of truth, en- 
ters into this kingdom.—L£dvlor, 


): 


ai 





NOTICE. 

There is a Society of Universalists in Potsdam, N.Y. 
which has recently applied to me, to use my influence 
to obtain them one who will! labor with them in word 
and doctrine. ‘The name of the clerk of said society is 
Sylvester Bacon. H. BALnovu. 

Whiltemore’s Thanksgiving Sermon. 
UST received and for sale at this office, a few co- 
nes of a Sermon delivered in Milford, Mass. on the 
f Dee. last, by Rev. THomas WairTemMoReE. 
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